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COMMENT OF

Good~lill Hose Company Number 3 submits its comments to
the Commission's Notice of Proposed Rule Making in this
proceeding. -

1. Goodwill Hose Company Number 3 is a volunteer fire company
operating a UHF repeater in the fire radio service at
Bristol, PaM Our funding for replacement of radio equipment
is self generated thru fund raising such as bingo, raffles
etc. We receive no funding for equipment replacement from any
government entity. The proposed rule changes will require
Goodwill Hose Company Number 3 to expend large amounts of
money to replace our current UHF repeater system, mobile
radios and numerous portable radios which will not benefit
anyone but the new equipment manufacturers. All of our
members carry pagers on the fire frequency to alert them in
time of an alarm, they too will need replacement. I have not
read anything in the docket where financial assistance ~Iill

be provided for an organization such as ours, and there are
countless volunteer fire companies across the United States
that will suffer severe financial hardships in meeting the
requirements of Docket 92-235.

2. The proposed plan to place new technology users, who can
afford it, adjacent to our existing frequency allocation may
cause interferance to our present operation depending on
their geographical proximity to our repeater. As I read the
docket this will start in less than 3 years, however in
checking with equipment vendors no one is presently offering
any receiver modifications to tighten up the bandwidth of our
present repeater's receiver. Also if and when the new
narrowband eqUipment is available the fire service is no
place to field test this equipment, we need tested reliable /
communications. Our current equipment and system meets this
need, and has done so reliably for the P~~f~o~~~i,~~~~~
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3. The abolishment of the present Public Safety radio
sepvices and the placement of all Public Safety applicants
into one pool will short change the Fire Service. If the
frequency assignments will be on a first-come-first served
basis the volunteer fire companies, who rely on effective
communications as well as the metropolitan paid fire
departments, will surely take a back seat. As it stands now
you can not get the present public safety frequency
coordinators to act on a shared service application for the
volunteer fire serVice, even when the frequency is clear in
the area requested. The exclusive frequency assignment that
is talked about in PR 92-235 is another smack in the face to
the "little guy". The large metropolitan agencies, I.E.
Philadelphia, PA., will again dominate and control the public
safety frequencies and lock out the smaller agencies from
licensing on them. This has been and will continue to be a
major problem for the volunteer fire service, and is not
being addressed in PR Docket 92-235.

4. The only thing I can a9ree with is the tightenin9 of power
6utput requirements. Whenever the "little 9uy" applies for a
license the coordinators want to restrict their power output
to a minimal amount, l"hich if the\~ltput pOl"er lIlill reliably
permit you to saturate your coverage area then there is no
problem. However in our area the large metropolitan agencies,
who sometimes are co-channelled with us, get a much 9reater
power allocation than necessary, and tend to over ride the
"little 9uy". (I.E. a 25 l"att allocation vs a 110 l£latt
allocation for the same ge09raphical coverage area.)

Respectfully submitted,

Goodwill Hose Company # 3
P.O. BOl{ 2067
Bristol, PA. 19007
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